Abstract:This research adopts questionnaire on College English Majors' grammatical and pragmatic awareness degree was investigated, focusing on the relationship between China English Majors' grammar consciousness and grammatical competence, pragmatic awareness and pragmatic competence. The results of the study show that Chinese English Majors' pragmatic and grammatical awareness is not high enough, but the former is significantly higher than the latter. There is a significant correlation between the degree of pragmatic awareness and pragmatic competence, the level of grammatical awareness and the level of grammatical competence of Chinese English majors. In view of the importance of the level of consciousness to the development of language competence and the low level of pragmatic and grammatical awareness of Chinese English majors. In this paper, we should pay attention to the cultivation of students' pragmatic and grammatical awareness in English teaching, so as to improve their English language proficiency and pragmatic competence.
Introduction
The ultimate goal of foreign language teaching is to enable students to master the foreign language and communicate in a foreign language. Almost any syllabus, textbooks and foreign language teachers will emphasize that the ultimate goal of foreign language teaching is to cultivate students' communicative competence. According to the theoretical model of Bachman, communicative competence consists of 3 parts: linguistic competence, strategic competence and psychological mechanism. Language competence is further divided into structural organization ability and pragmatic competence [1] [2] . The ability to organize structure includes grammatical competence, which refers to the ability of the speaker to produce the correct sentences according to the syntactic and semantic rules. Pragmatic competence refers to the various kinds of knowledge used by the communicators in the process of discourse according to the situation of context and the proper behavior. It can be seen that grammatical competence and pragmatic competence are an integral part of communicative competence, and the cultivation of students' communicative competence is inseparable from the cultivation of students' grammatical and pragmatic competence [3] [4] . Due to the influence of structuralism and the practice of traditional Chinese idioms, College English teachers have always attached importance to the research and development of grammatical competence.
Since twenty-first Century, more and more researches have been made on the pragmatic competence of English learners. There is a great difference between Chinese and English in the pragmatic strategies. In the absence of intervention in classroom teaching, the learners can acquire pragmatic competence? This is a worthwhile and valuable question. However, the research on pragmatic competence of learners in China mainly focuses on the measurement and description of pragmatic competence, pragmatic competence and personality, learning motivation and learning strategies [5] . The research on the development of College Students' foreign language in China mainly focuses on the development of College Students' English grammar, vocabulary, syntax and so on. There are few longitudinal studies on the development of learners' pragmatic competence. Kasper believes that the development of pragmatic competence is closely related to pragmatic, grammatical competence and grammatical awareness. Therefore, it is necessary to pay attention to grammatical competence and grammatical awareness. This study will focus on English Majors' English grammar, pragmatic awareness and competence development. In this paper, based on the research results of English acquisition, the relationship between pragmatic awareness and pragmatic competence, grammatical awareness and grammatical competence is discussed [6] [7] [8] .
Research design

The adopted method
In this study, a questionnaire survey was conducted to investigate the grammatical and pragmatic awareness of College English majors. Because the sample is larger, the questionnaire survey method is adopted. The research tool of this study is "Chinese college students' English grammar and pragmatic awareness questionnaire". A total of 20 questionnaires were set up, 8 of which were used to test the grammatical errors, and the other one was the pragmatic failure of the 8 questions, and the other one was the 4 item. In the test of pragmatic failure for social pragmatic failure, that the speaker does not pay attention to the conversation of the status, the identity is low or close by the words people use the expression way too polite, or of high status or distant relationship by way of expression if people use more familiar or rude, do not use language well, not polite. The test is divided into two steps, the first step to judge, for every one right one, reflecting the grammatical and pragmatic competence. The second step, in the absence of errors (0 points) to the error is very serious (5 points) on the level of the table on the choice of the score reflects the grammatical and pragmatic awareness of the six.
Group comparison
The participants were 250 students of freshman, sophomore and junior of English major at a local college. One of the two parallel classes, a total of 75 people; sophomore has a total of two parallel classes, a total of 55 people; junior three parallel classes, a total of 120 people, as shown in figure 1 . The English Majors in the school are relatively stable, mainly using the traditional teaching methods, no special pragmatic teaching or cross-cultural communication training. In order to ensure the effectiveness of the test, in conjunction with for teachers, teachers in class by questionnaire issued, the time limit and recovered on the spot. After the questionnaire recovery, assignment, data input SPSS15.0 software for processing. In this study, in order to facilitate the research and presentation, we regard the grade one or two students as the low level group, the grade three students as high level group. 
Overall learning situation
The results of the study show that college students' grammatical awareness and grammatical competence are higher than their pragmatic awareness and pragmatic competence. The difference is
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that the former study found that the difference reached a significant level, while the latter did not find significant differences. Here we look at the overall situation of college students in china. From table 1, it can be found that college students' pragmatic awareness is significantly higher than that of their grammatical awareness. Because in this experiment are adults, the results can be explained as to pay more attention to English teaching Chinese to cultivate students' communicative ability, China college students pay more attention to the appropriateness of the use of English in the process of foreign language. The tendency to pay attention to pragmatics is consistent with the results of the study. However, it should not be neglected that the grammar awareness and grammatical competence of the learners in this study are low. To a certain extent, it is pointed out that the popular communicative teaching method has its defects, which is the cultivation of communicative competence to some extent. It should be pointed out that the phenomenon of low grammar ability of the students can only prove that the grammar knowledge is weak.
Comparison of different levels
Some studies have found that foreign language learners in different language proficiency groups are not in the same level of pragmatics and grammar acquisition. As can be seen from table 2, the high level group's grammar consciousness is lower than the low level group, the difference is not significant, and the grammar ability is lower than the low level group, the difference is not significant. However, the pragmatic awareness of the high level group was higher than that of the low level group, the difference was not significant, and the pragmatic competence was higher than that of the low level group, but the difference was not significant. In a word, the grammatical awareness and grammatical competence of the high-level group were lower than those of the lower level group, while the pragmatic awareness and pragmatic competence were higher than that of the low level group, but all the differences were not significant. This shows that with the growth of English learning and the improvement of English proficiency, students pay more attention to the appropriateness of language, while the tolerance for grammatical errors is higher and higher, and the accuracy of language has declined. 
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Summary
On the whole, Chinese EFL learners' pragmatic awareness and pragmatic competence are significantly higher than their grammatical awareness and grammatical competence. On the one hand, with the development of communicative approach, the reform of English Teaching in China has made some achievements, and the learners' pragmatic awareness and pragmatic competence have been developed. On the other hand, the results of this study, while affirming the achievements of communicative language teaching, also exposed its shortcomings, that is, ignoring the cultivation of grammatical competence. In the context of group comparison, both the high level group and the low level group were significantly higher than their level of grammatical awareness and grammatical competence. That is to say, regardless of the level of language, Chinese English Majors' pragmatic awareness is significantly higher than that of their grammatical awareness, and their pragmatic competence is significantly higher than that of their grammatical competence. The data of this study show that the pragmatic competence of Chinese college students is higher than that of their grammatical competence, and that the development of pragmatic competence is prior to the development of pragmatic competence.
